67/12/13 High Court Sifts Street Search Arguments by Cleveland Plain Dealer
Cleveland State University
EngagedScholarship@CSU
Newspaper Coverage Terry v. Ohio
12-13-1967
67/12/13 High Court Sifts Street Search
Arguments
Cleveland Plain Dealer
Follow this and additional works at: https://engagedscholarship.csuohio.edu/
terryvohio_newspaper
How does access to this work benefit you? Let us know!
This Book is brought to you for free and open access by the Terry v. Ohio at EngagedScholarship@CSU. It has been accepted for inclusion in
Newspaper Coverage by an authorized administrator of EngagedScholarship@CSU. For more information, please contact library.es@csuohio.edu.
Recommended Citation
Cleveland Plain Dealer, "67/12/13 High Court Sifts Street Search Arguments" (1967). Newspaper Coverage. 5.
https://engagedscholarship.csuohio.edu/terryvohio_newspaper/5
e1tion1 Cleveland Lawyen 
igh Court Sifts ~treet Search Arguments 
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subjectM lo the greater f d' 1 . b bl rrT;E J"STICE"' d . . d challenge, or mg 11m pro a e ci:.11~c , " '-.' ,.,, 1 s~C'<:I<' 
The facts themselve.-; ap· for action I. He was a little the f~cts m an, cHort to df'. 
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Fourth Amendment. which 
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